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The author of these words, who ordered tanks to fire upon the Russian parliament the next day, can justifiably be accused of hypocrisy. However, this project is not about the morality of politicians. My research explores relationships between electoral laws and institutionalization of the party system; the Russian president made an important claim that is directly relevant to this topic. Yeltsin referred to an electoral system as a determinative factor of the development of the political party system and regime stability in general. Does an electoral system really matter? The electoral results in a democratic country are nothing more than a statistical inventory of party and/or candidate preferences. Only when the votes have been translated into seats can the election lead to a distribution of power. Since the rules of translating votes cast by the electors into seats in the national legislature can be arranged differently depending on the electoral system, a selection of a particular formula might generate far-reaching outcomes. A growing body of literature on political consequences of electoral laws agrees that any decision about "the most easily manipulable feature of a political system" (Taagepera and Shugart, 1989, 4) may affect many important issues, including the process of political institutionalization and the nature of the party system.
Since 1985, when Arend Lijphart described the field of electoral studies as "the most underdeveloped subject in political science," quite a few insightful cross-national comparisons have been published on this topic (Riker, 1982 (Riker, , 1986 Sartori, 1986 Sartori, , 1994 Duverger, 1986; Taagepera and Shugart, 1989; Lijphart, 1990 Lijphart, , 1994 Lijphart, , 1999 Cox, 1997; Katz, 1997; Farrel, 2001; Norris, 2004) . Many of these investigations explore the effect of different electoral arrangements on political parties, including the proliferation of the party system and political stability in general. Such studies of the political consequences of electoral laws have made an important contribution to the advancement of our knowledge about the causal relationship between the electoral model, party system, regime stability, and democracy. The empirical material for nearly all of these projects is drawn primarily from stable institutionalized democratic regimes with highly developed party systems. Until fairly recently, most publications on the subject, which appeared in the West, failed to investigate the political effects of electoral rules and procedures in transitional societies, particularly in post-Communist nations. Those relatively few studies that do deal with the political consequences of electoral laws in East European and post-Soviet countries have concentrated either on the origins of new voting systems, their influence on fragmentation of party systems, or degree of proportionality (Kukorelli, 1991; Vinton, 1993; McGregor, 1993; Gabel, 1995; Filippov and Shvetsova, 1995; Gebethner, 1996; Geddes, 1996; Simon, 1997) . While these topics are undoubtedly important for electoral studies, the old scheme of the electoral debate was automatically applied to the new political setting. Moreover, the scope of these projects is narrow-almost all of them focus on a single nation.
The most recent work by John Ishiyama, Robert Moser, Sarah Birch, Grigorii Golosov, Misa Nishikawa, Erik Herron, and other scholars, which draw on the empirical data from the transitional countries of the former Soviet Union, convincingly demonstrate that these nations are different from the advanced Western democracies in several important ways making a mechanical transformation of traditional research agenda within the PR versus majority debate to new political conditions less useful. Some of these instrumental differences are a lack of well-developed political parties in postCommunist countries at the present time and the complete absence of a competitive party system, which is a necessary attribute of any democratic polity, not long ago. Since a successful consolidation of a democratic regime requires an autonomous and stable political party system, the critical issue of the electoral debate in the post-Soviet countries is the relationship between the electoral model and the development of a meaningful party system. How do electoral laws influence institutionalization of political parties and party systems? What electoral arrangements are more favorable for the fastest, safest, and least painful establishment of the institutionalized party
